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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in regards to tine most recent papers filed on 6/26/2009. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 6/26/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

3. On pages 9-1 3, Applicant argues the rejection of claims 9-1 6 under 35 USC 1 02. 
More specifically, Applicant argues that Lantto does not teach the management of 

multiple networks. 

However, the instant claim does not actually require the management of the 
simultaneous connections. In fact, the only language with simultaneous connections is 
present in the preamble. 

Thus, Applicant should amend the instant claim to recite in the body of the claim 
the subject matter from the preamble (such as the details concerning the connections 
and number of connections) as well as providing details that demonstrate that the 
simultaneous connections actually exist (for example, by reciting that the terminal has a 
plurality of simultaneous connections to a plurality of said plural networks) rather than 
that the terminal is merely "configured" to be connected to the multiple networks. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 9-1 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated by WO 
02/01822 A1 to Lantto et a!., hereafter referred to as "Lantto" in view of Applicant 
Admitted Prior Art, hereafter referred to as "AAPA." 

With regard to claim 9, Lantto discloses a system for making a selection from a 
set of architectures dedicated to a plurality of communications networks in a terminal 
that includes a user interface, wherein connections to each of said plural 
communications networks are set up via a mobile network by a PDP context link to each 
of said plural communications networks, the system making the selection comprising: 

a selector integrated into the user interface of the terminal and configured to: 
control at least an access to a dedicated architecture manager integrated 

into the terminal for each of said plural communications networks; 

manage a respective one of the set of architectures dedicated to each of 

said plural communications networks (Lantto: Page 17, lines 23-29. The 

computer processor controls the operations of the system of Lantto, including 

access to the communication networks and managing the architecture dedicated 

to the communication network.); and 

connect the dedicated architecture manager via the PDP context link to 

each connected one of said plural communications networks to process a state 
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of said linl< and to adapt a resource to the selected said plural communications 
networks (Lantto: Page 10, lines 16-21), 

wherein the selector is at least one of hardware and software executed by 
a computer processor (Lantto: Page 3, lines 5-15. The disclosure of Lantto is at 
least performed by either software or hardware.). 
Lantto does not disclose expressly that the terminal is configured to be 
simultaneously connected to a plurality of communications networks or that the 
selector is configured to select an identification name for each of the plural 
communications networks. 

However, according to the instant specification, it was well known to have a 
terminal device that is configured to connect simultaneously to multiple networks 
(Specification: page 2, line 35 to page 3, line 27). It is noted, though, that there is no 
requirement that the terminal is, in fact, connected simultaneously to each of the plural 
networks. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to allow a terminal to connect to 
multiple networks simultaneously. 

The suggestion/motivation fordoing so would have been that allowing a 
terminal to connect to multiple networks simultaneously allows the terminal to access 
services from each of the networks without having to terminate one connection before 
accessing services from another network, which allows for improved speed at 
accessing services, as well as allowing different services to interact in the single 
terminal. 
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Further, Official Notice is taken (See MPEP 2144.03) that it would have been well 
known in the art to select an identification name for each of a plurality of 
communications networks. For instance, Windows has been performing this 
functionality since before Windows XP was released, where the networks are given 
names to identify the network, even if it is a generic name such as "Local Area 
Connection 1 ." 

Thus, it would have been obvious to select a name for each network. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that selecting a name to 

identify the network allows both the user and applications of the terminal system to 
easily identify the network, thus allowing the user and the terminal to more easily know 
the status of a connection. 

With regard to claim 10, Lanto as modified by AAPA teaches that the dedicated 
architecture manager comprises a controller for controlling, separately or in 
combination, creation, modification, suspension and closure of the dedicated 
architecture, according to a management function selected by the selector (Lantto: 
Page 17, lines 23-29. First, it is noted that the dedicated architecture manager is not 
claimed as being part of the system, but rather the system interacts with the architecture 
manager. Therefore, limitations to the architecture manager have questionable weight. 
However, the computer of Lantto is fully capable of performing each and every one of 
these claimed functions.). 
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With regard to claim 1 1 , Lanto as modified by AAPA teaches that the dedicated 
architecture manager manages the set of dedicated architectures, which, in order to 
maintain the independence of said plural communication networks, have no functions 
for managing PDF context links (Lantto: Page 17, lines 23-29. The computer processor 
manages all of the dedicated architectures.). 

With regard to claim 12, Lanto as modified by AAPA teaches that the selector is 
associated with a selection control device (This limitation is inherent, as in order for the 
selection means to function, the selection means must either be on some device or be a 
device, both of which would constitute a selection means control device.). 

With regard to claim 13, Lanto as modified by AAPA teaches that, as a function 
of the selector, the dedicated architecture manager is connected to a first transmitter for 
managing transmissions using a dedicated architecture of the terminal (Lantto: Page 17, 
lines 23-29. The computer processor includes connections to the other components of 
the computer, including the network interface.). 

With regard to claim 14, Lanto as modified by AAPA teaches that, as a function 
of the selector, the dedicated architecture manager is connected to a second transmitter 
for managing transmission to the selected of said plural communications networks 
(Lantto: Page 17, lines 23-29. The computer processor includes connections to the 
network interface, which is connected to the external network.). 
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With regard to claim 15, Lanto as modified by AAPA teaclies tliat, as a function 
of the selector, the dedicated architecture manager is connected to a resource of the 
terminal accessible by the dedicated architecture (Lantto: Page 17, lines 23-29. The 
computer processor is connected to each resource of the terminal.). 

With regard to claim 16, claim 16 is substantially similar to the invention claimed 
in claims 9-15, and is rejected for substantially similar reasons. 

With regard to claim 17, claim 17 is substantially similar to the invention claimed 
in claims 1-16, and is rejected for substantially similar reasons. 



Application/Control Number: 10/537,236 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2444 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of tine extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Scott Christensen whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1 144. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 6:30AM - 
4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, William Vaughn can be reached on (571) 272-3922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

IS. C.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2444 
/William C. Vaughn, Jr./ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2444 



